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ABSTRACT 


iihempurposesor the present investigation, was to 
examine the influence of a WAIS adminstration upon certain 
variables of a subsequently administered Rorschach; and 
conversely, to examine the influence that a Rorschach admin- 
istration may have had upon certain subtest scores of a 
subsequently administered WAIS. 

The subjects were 36 student nurses, each of whom 
was randomly placed into experimental or control group 
ON SEO Jeet ches first) testing wscasion,, both groups were 
administered the Rorschach followed by the WAIS. At the 
second session, after an interval of four months, the ex- 
perimental group received the reverse order of test admin- 
istration (that is, WAIS - Rorschach), while the control 
group received the order of the first session. An analysis 
of covariance tested the differences in posttest scores 
(the pretest scores taken as the covariate) between the 
éxperimental and control groups, the differences assumed to 
Dewar rUnecmhiol Or the previously administered test. |The 
acceptable level of significance was set at .05. 

The results indicated that a Rorschach administered 
just prior to a WAIS significantly lowered the raw scores 
on both the Comprehension and Digit Span subtests. § The 
same effect on the Similarities subtest was noted, but the 


difference did not reach the acceptable level of significance. 
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The results also indicated that a previously administered 
WAIS did not significantly influence any of the following 
Rorschach variables: number of responses; percentage of 
Beoponescsm tO Casdomy LL. [xy andi G.inumber of response 
categories; percent from responses; number of popular re- 
SpOnces) Loncolorecards: percent Numanymovement responses; 
percent animal movement responses; percent colour re- 
Sponsese sandwepencent Vista responses. 

DGawasecOne uded, therefore, that, tie Rorschach 
anfiuenced the WAIS results, but the WAIS did not effect 
the Rorschach. It was speculated that anxiety may be the 
underlying factor in Rorschach - WAIS interference, and re- 
commended that the Watsesnoulds precede they Rorschach in the 


organization oef=clinical test batteries. 
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CHAP LE Roa. 
INTRODUCTION 


While the literature and research on psychological 
tee Pemeanicd tes ulngaia papidiy expanding, welatively little 
attetnion has been directed to the matter of the order of 
tests within any given test battery. Recent studies have 
pointed out the Significant effects that situational and 
interpersonal variables may have upon the results of both 
unstructured and structured tests. Consequently, competent 
psychologists have made appropriate efforts to control 
against the intrusion of such variables. If it can be 
demonstrated that the experience of taking one psychological 
test significantly influences performance on subsequent 
tests, the order of tests within a battery must then be 
regarded as an important situational variable and should 
be taken into account when test protocols are being in- 
tenpLeclCd em LiGnlNGrucwon, ertectsmot west order ware, de— 
Monetrated psychologists will have to more cCanerulily 
standardize the order of presentation of tests within 
batteries, depending upon which administration sequence pre- 
sents the least interference. 

The present study was an attempt to provide additional 
insight into the nature of the serial effects within clin- 
ical test batteries, that is, to demonstrate that the ex- 


perience of taking one psychological test can influence the 
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results, Of a subsequently radministered test. The specific 
aims were twofold: First, to demonstrate the intrusion 
erprectethne Wechoter Adult Intelligence’ Scale (WAIS) may have 
upon the responses to a subsequently administered Rorschach; 
and, second, to replicate, in essence, the Grisso and 

Meadow (1967) study examining the intrusive effect the 
Rorschach may have upon responses to certain subtests of the 
WAIS. The design of the present study was slightly dif- 


ferent than that used by Grisso and Meadow. 
EIMITATIONSSOr SIUDY 


Practical considerations dictated that the present. 
Study be limited to an investigation of the serial effects 
with a test battery made up of only two clinical sae 
struments, the Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale and the 
Rorschach. It is recognized that such effects may exist 
for other instruments as well. 

Peturther limitation involved the fact CThat.all 
subjects were selected from a relatively normal population. 
That a Significantly different set of serial effects may 
occur ian Clinical settings is noted. 

iAep ay Gal glansy aera virtually no time passed between 
the administration of the two tests an one Session. There- 
fore, the findiunggeshed no Luchteon tune sdquestion or show 
men time must pass between the administration of the WAIS 


and Rorschach so that serial effects are negligible. 
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CHAP TE Re ot 
BACKGROUND AND REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE 
I BACKGROUND 


To study the effects of situational variables upon 
test performance involves consideration of perceptual 
theory.. Perception is an area in which mush is still un- 
known but as man has searched to know himself and his 
world, some "axioms" of perception have been delineated 
(Netter: 1969). Four such axioms are particularly 
HelLevaieeso the present stucay. 

Firstly, it is postulated that there is no one-to-one 
correspondence between the physical nature of the external 
stimulus and the experience it arouses in the organism. It 
appears that the effects of a stimulus are determined by: 
(1) the physical nature of the stimulus; (2) the stimulus's 
placesamong Other stimuli, and, €3) “internal, conditions" 
Gm LiemeGbecepucor. 

Secondly, it is apparent that perception is affected 
by familiarity, that is, the frequency of the organism's 
previous experience with a stimulus. 

When the external field of stimulation is very com- 
plex (that is, ambiguous om not wedisstructured).. the 
organism's anticipations play an important part in de- 


termining perception. These anticipations may be transient, 
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a function of fluctuating needs and associations, or they 
May Deirelatively enduring as.funetions of values, attitudes, 
orepersonalityetraits.—pThesamportant point is that per- 
ception is always a function of a prepared organism, an 
organism that is triggered. This "readiness" may be some- 
thing of which the organism is not immediately aware at the 
moment Or perception, (such as attitudes, values). On the 
.other hand, the organism may be made aware as readiness is 
Consciousity anduceds That translent States and changing 
Necdswartecte perception is “the third imponptant axion. 

Perceptual experience, then, appears usually to de- 
pend upon relationships such as memory, affect, self-concept, 
and sensory appreciation. The fourth axiom of perception 
simply states that these "systems" of relationships tend to 
become organized or "structured" into interdependent wholes 
or patterns called "frames of reference." 

fiicitaeciaks important fom thes clinicrvan any the: test 
PeEUgronmbowundenstand these axioms Of percepeton Ve uobD— 
vious. Rapaport, Gill, and Schafer (1946) have integrated 
and summarized these fundamental rules as applied to the 
horachach situation: 


It is clear now that no sensory stimulation falls 
on an empty, passive receptive-organ but that all 
stimuli are taken in by a complicated receiving-system; 
and that this receiving-system is structured and directed 


by basic needs and interests of the organism, 
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modified by experience long past and "set" by experiences 
Crue les De Cen epactew. .% all .perceptione1s,recognized 
to be an action of the total psyche, and elaboration 


Oba. pure, sensory experience ... (p. 89). 
These authors further stated that: 


When a familiar object is seen from a familiar 
view, well-established memories play the prominent 
role in quick recognition; as perceptual material 
Decomes MOnesUNtanilian “.. Concepr formation becomes 
important in establishing differences and similarities; 
and finally, it appears that under difficult conditions 
a shipgtefrom attention to concentration must oceur, 


and that the guidance of both organization and inter- 


Dect IOMmDYy  Lnemsubi ecu s OW allurCcl Dat vOnge— om. Cin, 
expectations -- also becomes prominent. These 


anticipations vary from those determined by a context 


ore Usetting" tosmore. subjective ones (p90). 

The central theme of Rapaport's discussion is that 
perceptual sets, whether conscious or unconscious, greatly 
intluenee the organism's. perception of the Rorschach 
Thi Dlove. 

Masling (1960), in his excellent review of the lit- 
erature on the influences of situational and interpersonal 
variables in projective testing, illustrated the importance 
of perceptual set. He categorized relevant studies under 
Various headings,,.,one. of which was, concerned» with, the, in- 
fluences OCfpthe crest ines sa tuations itsel ties Undergthas~ heading, 
he referred to studies concerned with the interference 


effects of stress, drugs, hypnosis, and special perceptual 
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training and experience. Most of the studies cited in- 
dicated that situational variables do influence the pro- 
jective protocol. Masling concluded that, "there is con- 
siderable evidence that subjects in an unstructured sit- 
uation will utilize all available cues to complete their 
aciswvoned suaak" e(penel ia) alt is clean, therefore, that, one 
available and important cue might well be supplied by a 


psychological teat just taken. 


PESRELATED THEORY AND (CEINTCAL OPINION 


If it were demonstrated that the ordering of tests 
within a test battery can itself act as an pnenocane ere 
uation variable, the battery would have to be arranged so 
that minimum contamination of results occurred. While each 
clinician may have his own rationale for the ordering of 
tests, the issue in question has largely been ignored in 
practice. There are, however, some theoretical viewpoints 
On thie marten. 

In Piotrowski's (1958) view, "the Rorschach should 
always precede the more formal, impersonal, and objective 
intelligence tests" (p. 79). He explained that optimal 
performance on intelligence tests demands good intellectual 
self-control and attentiveness to the externally imposed 
Pasko he tlcominiGcud cence: Lest ypreeciecauthes hopschach., 
the established perceptual set (that is, the rational, 


objective, and impersonal set) will inhibit the subject's 
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imagination and thereby yield a less meaningful Rorschach 
record.  Piotrowski's own test battery consisted of free 
drawings, followed by the Rorschach, and concluded with a 
Tewesubtestsypofethne wAlss 

Brown (1958) also preferred the administration of the 
Rorschach prior to the WAIS. He advocated a sequence which 
progresses with relation to the degree of intensity of the 
interaction between the subject and the examiner. The WAIS, 
requiring a more intense examiner-subject interaction, is 
placed varterp the korschach. 

Although Brown did not directly discuss the pos- 
Sibility of test interference, his view of test sequence was 
similar sO that Of the present author... Basedson this author's 
psychometric experience, the more time the subject spends with 
the examiner, the more the "plastic facade" of the latter 
will break down. As a result, interpersonal variables 
will become increasingly important in the test situation 
and gradually more intrusive. 

In contrast, L'Abate (1964) supported the administration 
of the WAIS before the Rorschach. He suggested a three-stage 
Sequence fom test batterres: (1) sample innocuous tesis 
(such as the Bender-Gestalt) which constitute the "ice- 
breaking" stage. The purpose of this phase is to allay the 
subject's initial anxiety and increase his feelings of 


ease and comfort in the situation; (2) more complex, 
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informative tests (such as the WAIS). This stage is de- 
voted to obtaining more detailed responses from the subject; 
(3) tests liable to créate “anxiety (suchas) "the “Rorschach ‘or 
Thematic Apperception Test (TAT)). L'Abate (1964) stated the 
rationale for such an ordering as follows: 


(a) Certain projective techniques, especially 
TAT-like figures and Rorschach, are more ambiguous and 
perhaps more difficult and threatening than any other 
test materials. 

(b) If the patient becomes very upset, refusing 
to cooperate or even interrupting the evaluation, 
already valuable information has been gathered. 

(c) If these tests are upsetting to the patient, 
the anxiety thus provoked will not carry over sub- 
sequent tests because by then the evaluation will be 


Pra@ckical ly soveru (pw. ld 7 2D. 

Another theoretical rationale forwarded by Holt and 
Havel (1960) and Schafer (1954) argues in favor of a WAIS - 
Rorschach order of administration. These authors predicted 
that the Rorschach, as an unstructured test stimulus, might 
produce more regressive, autistic, and impulsive thinking 
which may carry over to subsequent performance on the WAIS. 
The WAIS scores would be impaired since the intelligence 
test requires more selective, adaptive, reality-oriented 
responses for optimal performance. 

It was interesting to note that, by similar reasoning, 
Piotrowski (1958) reached the opposite conclusion, favoring 


a Rorschach = WAIS ordering. From yet another point of view, 
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Grisso and Meadow (1967) have suggested that it is question- 
able whether regressive, impulsive thought process tend- 
encies could persist long enough to contaminate WAIS results. 
This all indicates the confusion among theoreticians while 
empirical validation is generally lacking. 

A final point concerns motivational considerations. It 
is at least intuitively apparent that the Rorschach might 
produce a persisting lower level of motivation since, unlike 
the WAIS, it presents no clear criteria for successful per- 
formance. Therefore, it would seem reasonable to place the 


WAIS before the Rorschach in a test battery. 


Lie KEbALED RESEARCH 


There have-been many empirical studies dealing with 
the problem of intrusion of situational variables, but only 
a few which deal directly with the question of WAIS - Rorschach 
sequence. 

Wickes (1956) and Gross (1959) showed that seemingly 
innocuous aspects of the test situation, such as perfunctory 
verbal comments on the part of the examiner, can serve as 
effective reinforcers, thereby making significant differences 
£O the resulting protocol. 

Keyes (1954) and Leventhal (1956) showed that special 
perceptual training produced significant’ differences in re- 


sponses to the Group Rorschach. Keyes trained his subjects 
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on stimuli similar to the Street Gestalt pictures before 
administering the Group Rorschach and found that pre-training 
produced an increase in the number of whole responses (W). 
Similarly, Leventhal trained his subjects on the Gottschaldt 
figures which resulted in lower W and integrated W (Z) scores. 
Ts Site acacleansthat perceptual set, or style of perceiving, 
can be carried forward from one type of task to another. 
However, other investigators present conflicting 
evidence. Norman, Leverant and Redlo (1952), Knopf (1954), 
and Kurtz and Riggs (1954) were unable to demonstrate the 
effect of special perceptual training on Rorschach scores. 
Rorschach scores were unaltered by having one group of 
SUbsectswringty) lookeatecoloned food. adssor by, having 4 eaeene 
group look at pictures of people in motion (Norman, et al., 
1952). Pre-Rorschach perceptual training in finding animals 
or animal parts for one group, while a second group watched 
ann lMneChmGneanaturesofecolon didsnot.~seem,to changesthe 
picture of the over-all personality as revealed by the 
Rorschach (Knopf, 1954). In an experiment where subjects 
had first been exposed to a visual set to perceive animals, 
Kuntz ands Riggs, (1954).concluded that, so,fan,asytheipestudy 
was concerned, "...Rorschach workers remain secure in the 
assumption that implicit.peripheral sets will not, influence 
test results to any appreciable extent" (p. 470). 


One explanation for the conflicting results found by 
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these two groups of experiments may lie in the nature of the 
training tasks. Those of Keyes and Leventhal may be viewed 
as having more test-like characteristics than those used 

by Norman et al., Knopf, and Kurts and Riggs. It may be 
the case that response styles carry over most effectively 
when the characteristics of the training stimuli are most 
like the characteristics of theStest™stimuli <-"Iit*may@be 
easier to shift from colored food ads, for example, to the 
Rorschach inkblots than to break the perceptual set created 
by the Gottschaldt figures which are themselves part of a 
psychological test. 

Investigations of the effect of test order as a situ- 
ational variable influencing test results are surprisingly 
scarce. The first two studies in this area were conducted 
by Gibby, Stotsky, and Miller (1954) and Cassell, Johnson, 
and Burns (1962). This latter study is of limited value in 
that the authors examined the effect of six different orders 
upon the test scores in a battery consisting of the short 
form of the Wechsler-Bellevue II (WBII), the House-Tree-Person 
Test (H-T-P), and selected subtests of the Wide Range 
Achievement Test. From their results, they concluded that, 
",,.the order of presentation of the tests in the battery 
made no difference in the over-all results" (p. 465). 

If the implications of this statement are to be interpreted 
generally, their conclusion does not seem warranted. 


Furthermore, the outcome of their experiment is not sur- 
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pms NieaseVeam Des Castle. (1964) pointed, out:, _"\....2 there 
would appear to be little basis for assuming that experience 
with any one of these tests would alter the subject's 

approach Go any) dater tests of the: paper and pencil. type 
inciudedss TiesneimsDatteny! sp 99280.) a vlnis, still, leaves 
unanswered the question as to whether a more unstructured 

test such as the Rorschach, which has, been shown to be 
sensitive to external influences, would reveal any differences 
Bis COres, asuamnunct ion, of ytest, onder. 

The study of Gibby et al. (1954), like the present one, 
was concerned with the extent to which the Rorschach protocol 
was influenced by the set created by the preceding admin- 
istration of another psychological instrument. These authors 
also emphasized the importance of the need to standardize 
the order of presentation of the test within a battery 
should it be found that the Rorschach protocol varied with 
the nature of the previous technique. 

The procedure consisted of Eaminieeee ae to veach subject 
(the subjects were 100 neurotics) one of four instruments, The 
Bender-Gestalt, the TAT, the WB II, or the Goldstein-Scheer 
Test, before the Rorschach. There were five categories of 
subjects (N=20 each), including a control group which re- 
ceived no test prior to the Rorschach. Analysis of vari- 
ance of 11 Rorschach variables tested the over-all differences 
wage Romsechach (pao uocols:. «None tofiethe mesults attained or 


even approached significance. The authors concluded, there- 
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fore, that there was no tendency for an administration of the 
four tests involved to influence subsequent performance on 
themhorechach: 

This study may be criticized insofar as the authors' 
design was not well-suited to their purpose. The interference 
effect of test order is a delicate matter and requires an 
extremely sensitive experimental design. Gibby et al. used 
inter-group comparisons, as opposed to an intra-individual 
design, to determine the effete of previous techniques on 
thes#kRorschach. /aWithout .establishing a’“base line! ofethe 
subject's previous performance on the Rorschach, the potential 
differences in performance as a result of the interference 
effect may be balanced out and go undetected in the analysis 
if the direction and degree of change of individual subjects 
was sufficiently diverse. 

Such was the problem of design ina study by Carp and 
Shavzin (1950) which found that a group taking the Rorschach 
under instructions to make a good impression and a group 
taking the test under instructions to make a bad impression 
produced no significant group differences (except for the Z 
score). The authors expressed the opinion that the data 
"oleanilly Gshowedtdrrrernences '=¢p 823520" (BUS, Tagainyetne 
directions taken by individual subjects were so diverse that 
differences may have been balanced out in the analysis. 


Since Wickes (1956) and Gross (1959) have shown that the 
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production of human movement (M) and human content (H) on 
the Rorschach can be altered as a function of subtle ex- 
aminer behavior, Van De Castle (1964) thought it plausible 
that more H might appear on the Rorschach if it were admin- 
Peers beormucals “emphasizing Numan beings. “ie found that 
two matched groups of 22 theological students showed signif- 
rant ditferences “in “the ‘production of H, depending upon 
whether the Rorschach preceded or followed the presentation 
Or nine TAT cards and two Draw-A-Person drawings. Van De 
Gastle- concluced that, "these findings > if independently 
confirmed, would indicate that, although previously over- 
looked, test order may be an important factor in modifying 
certain projective test scores" (p. 286). 

The effect of test order upon children's Rorschach 
-animal content (A) was examined by Magnussen (1967). To 
evaluate the effect of a predetermined order of tests 
emphasizing animal content, Magnussen administered the Draw- 
An-Animal (DAA) -- Child's Apperception Test (CAT) -- 
Rorschach sequence to an experimental group while a control 
group received the same tests in the sequence: Rorschach --~ 
DAA --CAT.. The results of this study were consistent with 
those obtained by Van De Castle (1964) in that the exper- 
imental group produced significantly more A than did the 
control group. Again, therefore, it has been empirically 


demonstrated that the sequence of individual tests given can 
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exert a significant influence on the production of content 
Onmeneeromschach. 

Girsso and Meadow (1967) were concerned with demon- 
strating the interference effects which a Rorschach has on 
certain WAIS subtest scores. Three matched groups ae 
college students (N=20 in each) were administered five sub- 
tests, of the wAls: Comprehension, Similarities, Digit Span, 
Picture Completion, and Block Design. Three weeks later, 
each group was given one of three treatments immediately 
preceding the readministration of the three Verbal subtests 
of the WAIS. One group was presented with the associative 
Diasemo it wie? KRonschach,)arseconds sroup was gaven no test. 
hes result sycontanmedmsthewauthors!) hypothesis s. Subtest score 
differences between pre- and posttest administration of the 
WAIS subtests for the group receiving the Rorschach were 
Significantly below those of the two control groups. 

In keeping with Grisso and Meadow's (1967) view that 
the experience of taking a Rorschach may have significant 
effects on posttest behavior in general has been dramati- 
cally evidenced in recent case reports by Bondy (1970), in 
which he cited the precipitation of overt psychotic behavior 
in two psychiatric patients immediately subsequent to the 


Rorschach experience. 


IV SUMMARY 


In summary, the literature on test order with respect 
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to the WAIS - Rorschach question presents conflicting 
Opinions and evidence. While some authors favor administering 
the WAIS prior to the Rorschach, others take an opposite 
position. The related experimental studies are few and 
their contradictory results at least partially explained as 
a function of different experimental designs and the variety 
of tasks imposed. 

L'Abate (1964) appears to offer the most completely 
developed rationale. In his view, the interference effect 
of the WAIS scores might be produced by the anxiety aroused 
by the Rorschach experience. The research of Grisso and 
Meadow (1967) indicated that the Comprehension, Similarities, 
and Digit Span subtest scores were lowered when the 
Rorschach preceded the WAIS. Gibby et al. (1954) demonstrated 
that a previously administered WAIS did not influence 
several Rorschach variables. Both of these studies seem to 
provide experimental evidence in favor of L'Abate's position. 
The case reports of Bondy (1970) would also support L'Abate's 
rationale for ordering clinical test batteries. Hereperred 
to two psychiatric patients whose post-Rorschach behavior 
was psychotic although their pretest behavior lacked such 
manifestations. 

Pioerowskin Gl958) spresentedtal reasonable tneony.. 
however, his view lacks direct empirical demonstration. He 


believed that to present the W-B II subtests (which he 
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described as formal and impersonal) before the Rorschach 
would exert an inhibitory influence upon the subject's 
iMeasinau tone ethiuis yielding a “less meaningful” Rorschach 


record. 
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CHAPTER ee it 
EXPERIMENTAL DESIGN AND PROCEDURE 
i DEEINIIIONS 


In order to make clear some of the paramters of the 
present study ; the following operational definitions are 


advanced: 


Experimental Treatment 

The administration of one psychological test just 
prior to a second, different, psychological test. Any 
change resulting on the second test due to the first 
(relative to an establised baseline) was the interest of this 
- study. In particular, it was the reversal of administrations 
of the Rorschach and WAIS at a second administration of 


these two experimental treatment. 


Experimental Effect 


The influence of the experimental treatment (or lack 
thereof) upon the protocol of a second test constituted 


the study's dependent variable. 


Pic bes. 
The test, the results of which served as a basis 
Of Comparison for a Subject"s perrormance on the Same! test 


at a difrerent time. 
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Postrest 
The test, the results of which reflected the ex- 


perimental effects. 


WAIS - Rorschach Interference 
The effects that a WAIS (when constituting the 
instrument of the experimental treatment) may have had on the 


responses to a subsequently administered Rorschach. 


Rorschach - WAIS Interference 

The effects that a Rorschach (when serving as the 
instrument of the experimental treatment) may. have had on 
the responses to the verbal subtests "of the WAIS chosed as 
indicators. | 

Table I briefly describes the WAIS subtests in- 


volved in this experiment. 
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TABLE, TE 


DESCKERPION LOR WALLS SUBLESTS 


SUBTEST 


Comprehension 


Similarities 


Digit Span 


Picture Completion 


Block Design 


DESCRIPTION 


Questions dealing with practical 
Situations requiring "eommon sense" 
judgment for successful per- 
formacne (Rapaport et al, 1945). 
Reflects practical information and 
general ability to evaluate past 
experience (Wechsler, 1958). 


A reliable measure of intelli- 
gence requiring the subject to 
perceive the common elements of 
theicepmenhersaskedetopcompare, 
and, at higher levels, his ability 
to bring them under a single 
concept (Wechsler, 1958). 


The subject is required to repeat 
digits, first forward, then back- 
ward. Achievement is considered 

to rest primarily on the intellect- 
ual function of attention (Mayman, 
Schafer, and Rapaport, 1951). 


The subject's task is to 

identify the missing part from 
pictures. To »visually organize and 
differentiate essential from un- 
essential details and concentra- 
tion are the major functions in- 
volved (Mayman et al., 1951). 


A task requiring replication of 

a given patteren with blocks with- 
impvaacime “lamit. lthinvedves 

both synthetic and analytical 
ability, a test of visual-motor 


coordination (Mayman et al., 1951). 


Table II briefly defines the Rorschach variables that 


were of interest in this study. All definitions follow 


Klopfer et al. (1954). 
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TABLES LL 
BRIEF DEFINITIONS OF RORSCHACH VARIABLES BASED ON 


THE KSOPPER SCORING SYSTEM 


VARIABLE DEFINITION 


W The whole response, including its sub- 
classifications; indicates at least two- 
thirds of the blot was used in forming 
percept. Indicates integrative ability. 


D The elarge usualydetails susually .insular 
in location, marked off by space, shade 
OnpcoLon sirom resetob gene jblotes -Khefilects 
ability to differentiate perceptual 
hredds 


d The small usual detail, usually insular 
or peninsular, similarly maked off by 
space, «shading; or«color from rest of 
blot. Indicates degree of anxiety and 


insecurity. 
Dd Unusual detail; includes tiny details, edge 
details, or rare detail. Indicates 


compulsive preoccupation with detail. 


S Forming percept on non-blot, space area 
of card. Indicates negativism. 

M Perception of human movement in blot. 
Reflects intelligence and empathic cap- 
acity. 

FM Perception of animal movement in blot. 


Reflects acknowlegement of one's 
Panstincetualgmiates! 


Ie Percept determined by shape of blot. 
Indicates degree of emotional control. 

FC Percept determined by combination of shape 
and color of blot. Reflects emotional 


Contact» and ycontrods 
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LABLE 21 "CONT D 


VARIABLE DEFINITION 


CF Percept determined largely by color of 
Blot with scant attention to shape. 
Reflects weak emotional control. 


¢ Pereept determined: by color of*biot alone, 
revealing pathological lack of emotional 
Controls 

FK Perception of depth or vista in determin- 
ation of percept as well as shape. Indi- 


cates ability to be matter-of-fact. 


KE Perception of depth largely determines 
percept. PRetilects aloofness ph! personal 
distance", evasiveness. 

K | Perception of depth alone determines 
percept. Reflects anxiety and frustr- 


endone Of atrtectwonale needs. 


P A popular response, several of which 
would indicate emphasis on convention- 
eu 

POOLOUR AY popular spesponseron alcolor cards =f 


disproportionately high, may indicate 
recourse to convention in face of 
emotional impact. 


H Percept is of human content. May index 
intelligence and degree of positive self- 
megaren 

Obj Percept content is of a man-made object. 


Reveals immediate preoccupations; noted 
with gregarious adjusting persons. 


oRmOn- VUEELe TX, Xx Percentage of total responses given on 
Cards Vili, IX, gand 9x. Sindicates seneral 
responsiveness to emotional stimuli from 
the environment. 


The number of various scoring categories 
for content developed. Indicates intellect- 
ual efficiency in regard to reflexibility 


Roategory 
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TABLE +l P= CON TaD 


VARIABLE DEFINITION 


of approach and range of interpretive 
background. 


FLR The estimate of goodness of fit of the 
Penceptiieto, thesblot. mAnjindication fot 
intellectual capacity and strength of 
reality-testing. 

Rtime Time lapse between card presentation and 
response. Index of resource mobility 
and impulsiveness. 

PCxGCEtG) Ratio of the number of FC responses to 
the sum “of the’ CF plus: C responses. A 
Sign of degree of control over impulsive 
expression of emotionality. 

W:M Ratio of number of W responses to the 
number of M responses. An index of the ex- 
tent to which an individual is able to 
mobilize his creative and productive 


energies to back up his intellectual 
interests and ambitions. 


II INSTRUMENTS 


The Rorschach and WAIS are particularly genset 
tests with which to investigate the eld anette days Sy eee 
Or Eheim popularity in clinical (test batteries. “Orten they 
constitute the entire battery, one being administered 
immediately after the other. 

Fivewsubtests, of the WALS werescelected toyrepresent 
the entire test: Comprehension, Similarities, Digit Span, 


E@otuve, Completwon, and Block Desagn. The three Verbal subtests 
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(Comprehension, Similarities, and Digit Span) were selected 
because of their assumed susceptibility to interference from 
the previously administer Rorschach (underlying assumptions 
are discussed under Hypotheses li, lii, and liii in this 
chapter). 

The Performance subtests (Picture Completion and Block 
Design) were included for two important reasons: First, ea 
contribute to the IQ. Maxwell (1957) has demonstrated that 
the suggested pentad has a correlation coefficient of .964 
with the Full Scale WAIS score. In the present study, IQ 
was calculated by the pro-rating method outlined in the 
WAIS ee ecu second 5, (to lsimply add the bulk of ithe WALLS. 
Fewer than five subtest might not have produced the experi- 
mental effect due to insufficient exposure of the subject to 
the WAIS experience. 

With respect to the Rorschach, only the associative 
and inquiry phases were administered as is the common practice 
Lieeinicalesetianoss. tChoiceyofeadministration instructions 
(see Appendix A) was based on the author's training and 
experience and the cautions of Bohm (1958). 

In order to ensure standardized administration and 
scoring, the system used for scoring the Rorschach followed 
the outline suggested by Klopfer et al. (1954). For the WAIS, 
the instructions for administration and scoring in the WAIS 


manual were followed. 
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All test administrations and scoring were carried out 
by the author. In an effort to overcome the problems of 
experimenter bias, all 144 test records were scored a second 
time by another qualified person. The percentage of agreement 
between the two scorers over scoring categories on the 
Rorschach was calculated and reported by the independent 
scorer to be 86.0%. However, because certain scoring cat- 
egories were subsumed under more general categories for 
purposes of data analysis, the actual percentage of agree-. 
ment was 94.2%. 

Similarly, the percentage of agreement on the 
Comprehension and Similarities subtests of the WAIS was 
caleulated and reported to be 98.1%. Where disagreement 
between the two scorers was found, the author's score was 
retained for the data analysis. The percentages of dis- 
agreement for both the Rorschach and the WAIS (5.8% and 
1.9%, respectively) were considered insignificant to the 


conclusions based on the study's findings. 


LR ERE SAMEGE 


In order to isolate the experimental effect in an 
intra-individual, test-retest design, it was important to 
keep as many conditions constant as possible, allowing only 
the effect, of the experimental treatment free to affect 


change in the dependent variable. One such condition was 
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the personal stability and life-style of-the subjects over 
the test-retest interval. It was considered desirable that 
the subjects be from the normal population and that their 
life-situations be relatively stable. A less stable group 
would tend to show greater differences over time for reasons 
other than the experimental treatment. As homogeneity and 
accessibility were further considerations, a group of first- 
year nursing students was chosen as being most suitable for 
the study's purposes. 

The subjects were 40 female nursing Satenee enroLved 
in the first-year class at Royal Alexandra Hospital in 
Edmonton, Alberta. The subjects, all volunteers, were re- 
quested to attend two testing sessions, four months apart, 
and informed that each session would consist of administration 
of a personality and an intelligence test. All subjects re- 
ceived assurance that all test results would be treated 
asncontidential. The ages of “the Subjects” at the first test 
Session manged from 16.9 to 28.8 years. Mean age was 19.5 
Vearo.soubjcet, 1Q scores ranged from 9s to 125, the mean 
ZQ being 108.6 with a standard’ deviation of 6.64. 

Following the second test session, four subjects were 
deleted from the experiment. Two of these had discontinued 
their training; two were disqualified by the examiner on the 
Dasis Of 4 questicgnnaire administered at the end of the 


second session (see Appendix B), the purpose of which was 
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to determine whether changes in the posttest scores could be 
a function of significant life-experiences rather than the 
experimental treatment. It had been decided prior to the 
beginning of the experiment that the test scores of any 
subject who felt that she had changed significantly in her 
personality would not be considered in the analysis of the 
data. The two-subjects deleted for this reason indicated 
that they perceived themselves as being significantly 
different people due to their recent, intense involvement 
We the monmedical use of drugs (LSD). it may be anteresting 
to note that, in the examiner's opinion, there were.no 
Significant changes in personality functions of these two 
subjects par ieetsa in their Rorschach records. Deletions, 
therefore, brought the number of subjects included in the 


fine analysis to 36. 


IV EXPERIMENTAL DESIGN AND PROCEDURE 


Farst Test Session 


All’ 36 subjects were seen individually by one ex- 
aminer over a period of one week in an office suitable for 
testing. First, the: Rorschach was administered to all 
subjects followed immediately by the Comprehension, 
Similarities, Digit Span, Picture Completion, and Block 
Déesaunesubtestssot theewWAIS:® Atathesendlo£ the sessaon,veach 


subject was informed that she would be contacted in her class 
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atvavlater) datet to arrange’ a: time for the second one. All 
subjects were cautioned against discussing the nature or 


content of the interview with classmates (see Appendix C). 


Inter-session Interval 


In determining the length of the time interval between 
the first and second test sessions, two important factors 
were Cconsadereds=—First,-af the interval was too long, the 
personality structures of the subjects might be significantly 
perce because of maturational processes. Such changes 
would contaminate the index of the effects of the experimental 
Pee oment on the posttest. Second, if the time interval 
was too short, the subjects might be sufficiently test-wise 
at the second testing, as a result of their initial test 
experience, to improve through® practice. Thus, the interval 
was arbitrarily set at four months and a control group of 
subjects introduced to index the variance due to maturational 
and practice effects. 

During the interval, all 36 subjects were randomly 
placed into one of two groups consisting of 18 in each: an 
experimental group and a control group. A table of random 
numbers was used for this purpose (Glass and Stanley, 1970). 
The mean age and IQ for the experimental group were 19.52 
years and 106.28, respectively; the mean age and IQ for 
the’ control group were 19.59 years and 109.94, respectively. 


Just prior to the second session, each subject was 
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contacted to set theappointment. As much as possible, the 
subjects were seen in the same order as before to minimize 
the differences in length of interval. Most subjects were 
seen exactly 18 weeks after their first session. The others 
were seen within 18 weeks and two days of their first 


appointment. 


Second Test Session 


Every effort was made to create identical test sit- 
uations for both the first and second sessions. Again, the 
same examiner tested all 36 subjects. Each subject was 
instructed not to make any effort to recall responses given 
during the first session (see Appendix D). 

The differential treatments for experimental and control 
subjects during the second session were as follows: 

(1) Experimental subjects were administered the same 
five subtests of the WAIS as previously, followed immediately 
by the Rorschach. 

(2) Control subjects were administered the Rorschach, 
followed immediately by the partial WAIS. This treatment, 
then, was the same as that of the first session. 

At the session's conclusion, each subject was again instructed 
not to discuss the nature or content of the interview with 


her classmates (see Appendix E). 
Design 


The design of the study permitted examination of the 
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data from four perspectives: 

(1) Comparison of individual Rorschach protocols with- 
out the influence of a previously administered WAIS (This 
group of subjects served as the control group for the WAIS - 
Rorschach interference aspect of the study). 

(2) Comparisons of individual Rorschach protocols 
with and without the influence of a previously administered 
WAIS. 

(3) Comparisons of individual WAIS records with and 
without the influence of a previously administered Rorschach 
(This group served as the experimental group in the Rorschach - 
WAIS interference aspect of the study). 

(4) Comparisons of individual WAIS records with the 
iipluenee.of a gprevious ly adhe nerds Rorpeacnhach. 

iiemusecmorma subject VS eOunmbes bepeotOrmances ds od 
control op base line against which to compare his performance 
in the experimental situation was considered to be a pro- 
cedure more sensitive to differences between treatments than 
has been the case when studies have used the inter-group 
method. Comparisons were made, then, between the posttest 
administrations of the experimental and control groups (with 
Gens iderdtionuestLonecach subject !s pretest) sundersthe 
assumption, that, differences, in scores between groups was, a 
function of the independent variable, that, is, the previously 


administered. test. 
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TitSeassuMpLiOn was =not without problems. “First; 
although every effort was made to establish identical test 
Situations for the first and second sessions, it was im- 
possible to recreate the exact conditions of the first. 
Situational variables other than those being manipulated by 
the examiner (the previously taken test) may have accounted 
for some of the change in the experimental protocols. How- 
ever, one function of the control subjects was to act as 
an index of such interference. 

secondly, it is possible that the personality structures 
of the subjects themselves changed during the time interval 
Detweenmscss tons.) Lt was impossabie: to control for this 
Pao Lon however, two: precautions were taken: (1) choosing 
a relatively stable subject population; and, (2) fixing the 
time interval so as to guarantee that such personality 
differences would be minimal. 

Thirdly, the test-retest method may be criticized 
from the point of view that the subjects might have become 
test-wise. As already mentioned, however, variance due 
to this factor would have been indexed in the performance 
of the control groups during the two test sessions. It was 
considered inadvisable to utilize the split-half method of 
test presentation because elicitation of the experimental 
effect required the impact of a full Rorschach on the WAIS. 


Similarly, the alternate forms method was not considered 
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because response differences so produced would have conflicted 
with the purposes of the study. 

Tees difficulties notwithstanding, the advantages of 
the intra-individual, test-retest design over the inter-group 
method for the present study has already been clearly 
indicated (Carp and Shavin, 1950). 


Diagrammatically, the procedure followed is presented 
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DIAGRAMMATIC REPRESENTATION “OF “THE DESIGN 


First Test Second Test 

Rorschach WAIS (Control Gp.) 
Session I 

Rorschach WAIS (Exper. Gp.) 


Four month Interval 
Rorschach WAIS (Control Gp.) 
Session II 


WAIS | Rorschach (Exper. Gp.) 
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Ve ANALY SiS OR DATA 


The purpose of the statistical analysis was to 
determine the significance of the impact of the experimental 
treatment on posttest scores. Several methods of analysis 
were available, including the analysis of variance of raw 
gain scores (that is, the difference between the post- and 
pretest scores) and the analysis of covariance. While the 
gain score method was intuitively appealing, it was rejected 
in favor of the analysis of covariance. This choice was made 
primarily because the scores formed by subtracting pretest 
scores from posttest scores are systematically related to 
any random error of measurement in the pretest (Cronbach 
and Furby, 1969). The analysis of covariance, on the other 
hand, reflects gain even though the pretest scores are 
Ecce tically controlled fon" Gorncont 125 5neeD aceon 
The actual analysis, however, was of the posttest scores 
(that is, residual differences between the experimental and 
control groups) after the effects of the pretest were taken 
out. The pretest scores, then served as the covariate. 

A second reason for choosing the analysis of 
covariance over the analysis of variance, was the increased 
sensitivity of the covariance operation to experimental 
effect (Hakstain, O71). 

The level of statistical significance for an accept- 


able difference in testing the research hypotheses was set 


te 


Was 


ATAC 40 2PeyaiRa\¥ 


ow Sieylens fealtertate eh? 2a Seng sae: ea? ) . 
BtNend ta0cxS 81 My) joagm! ott Ze eoRBeL ness saz snaimesssb 7) % 
” 


e | shonsam Leys rc Sieve dasiyecd mag TASTE SET j 
‘al 


f 
Won Ye antriady Jo staevleas st Bthvinwt ,Sivetsave Boe Y 
Pao id 71S2WieS yo lh ely ,32 ward) earoge ioe >| / 

f slikAW oom. 41 in eteyleae off bay (eeveda testeag |, 
rom gs tj ILE LeaSuGs bY ruin. @aw bortttem siooe isu | 
J Pam frTsveo Te Slaviene sit BW wyved we ; 

2497 3 fase cits Haaae e.eoon oy gapeaad Yliremee 
vawaley vwilleclvanovave sts eeadce. Pest eed aoe! space a 


rata aE oie } r2]2S8 79% 4 fi ‘TL7 Nee Sor ho no'rrs nobihary its : 
rio at? a sombigeves *o #,2ylens anit” .cPeel , Venes Bee 


' _ 
i 
5 aevohs Trade ede gee) pays Bese, arnesiem joe Oe 
vn 7 
o- > 9 - oud NoOsgetas) tet bel flordnean vilesiteltsze” - ve 


7 ay 
begooe teettoogq ait Lo. ésw ,.aivewed ,aeyiens . factos ont | _ 


be 
hes IetosmiPtecxs sty asewesi cea ettnbts ipudraet ,eat +eeey, i 
ee? sxsw Yasteyg ait to atosttes wets setts (aquomg ic 
-atalipyao st 2&8 bevase nga> y RE FOSS faatatg oa a 
to je ese ait gitLeogia 40% aose9% browses A - 


34 


ae, O@plessithan, -05. The University of Alberta's ANCO 


10 was used. 


VIURESEARCH HYPOTHESES 


Hypothesis One 


The first general hypothesis was that certain WAIS 
subtest scores will be lowered when the WAIS is administered 
after the Rorschach. Following Grisso and Meadow (1967), it 
Was Specartically hypothesized that: 

li The Digit Span subtest raw score of the WAIS 

Will be lowered as a function of a previously 
administered Rorschach. 

If anxiety was aroused by the Rorschach experience 
as L'Abate (1964)-suggested, it would impair the attention 
anew concentracron required for good performance on the Digit 
Span task. This assumed that the task. is tapping one's 
ebiletyeLlosatvend “(Gunvitz, “obits ° Harrower 5 1956; Lewinski, 
Po eMay tame t wales “bool, Pattrersonl, «19.0.0; Rapaport et aU 
Cae Ciiare. elt o. oiepman , —1 90). 

1lii The raw score on the Comprehension subtest of the 

WAIS will be lowered as a function of the previously 
administered Rorschach. 

The Comprehension subtest is reportedly sensitive to 
impulsive and autistic responses (Clark, 1948; Fisher and 
Sunukjian, UI OeouCy Lis, lool. ebiaymameeu di. , Jol > e Rapaport 
et al., 1945) which might occur more readily following the 


Ropschach whieh vs "autistic in nature’ (Schafer, 1954; Holt 
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and navene EMSs Uh 
1liii The raw score on the Similarities subtest of 
the WAIS will be lowered as a function of a 
previously administered Rorschach. 
Rorschach-induced primitive thinking, being concrete 
EieiaLiucesCHorowand Havel, 96008" macht iactMtomdnhwbic an 
abstract-conceptual level of thinking required for good 
performance on the subtest (Benton and Howell, 1941; 


Patterson, 1953; Rappaport et al., 1945; Wechsler, 1958). 
Hypothesis Two 


The second general hypothesis was that certain Rorschach 
variables will be influenced by a previously administered WAIS. 
2i There_will be a change in the total number of 
mesponses' (R) on the orca as a: function of 

the previously administered WAIS. 

Eeeaice possible that the structured nature of the wAls 
will exert an inhibitory influence upon one subject's 
imagtniatlon CPlOtpowski, 1958) and thereby reduce the total 
number of responses. It is also possible that the WAIS 
Wil instill pedantic tendencies and a compulsive need for 
completion which may manifest themselves aah increase in 
R on the subsequent Rorschach (Klopfer et al., 1954). 

2ii There will be a decrease in the percentage of 

responses to cards VIII, IX, and X (%R-VIII, 
Dwoesyeom the Rorschach as a function of the 


previously administered WAIS. 
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The structured nature of the WAIS may serve to inhibit 
the subject's general responsiveness to emotional impact 
from the environment as reflected in the response-producti- 
yity on the Yast three cards eee e Rorschach (Klopfer et al., 
eo bt)". 
2iii There will be an increase in the number of 
response categories on the Rorschach as a 
function of the previously administered WAIS. 
The achievement orientation instilled by the WAIS 
experience may Brae to increase the subject's range of 
interpretive background that contributes to the efficiency 
Ofaintellectual functioning (Klopfer { 1954). 
| 2iv There will be an increase in the number of 
Popular responses (P) on the Rorschach We a 
function of the previously administered WAIS. 
Intelligence tests call for conventionalized, "correct" 
responding \(Mayman et al.,'1951)%"9 The subject soon becomes 
aware that he must respond in terms of what is common 
protocol for the society of the test-makers in order to 
peceive credit. © After cognizing an this fashion during the 
WAIS experience, the anouecE may be found emphasizing con- 
formity and perceiving the blots in obvious, agreed-upon 
ways on the Rorschach which immediately follows the WAIS. 
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2585 Mone, bao0 s Rapaport et al., 1946; Rosenzweig and 
Kogan, Bloc oarason,. 1954). 
2v There will be a greater increase of popular re- 


sponses. to the colored cards (P ) relative 


COLOUR 
tO an increase in the total number of P's on 
Ehewhogschach as a.tunetion of the previously 
administered WAIS. 

To extend the reasoning in Hypothesis 2iv it is 
possible that the same effect, that is, emphasis on 
conventionality, will be more prominent for the Rorschach 
eoloreducands than foo the achromatic cards.. .In the face of 
emotionality, the response to. color (Klopfer et al., 1954), 
the subject may feel an even greater need to be conventional. 

| (Qvi The percentage of form determined response (F%) 
on the Rorschach will increase as a function of 
the previously administered WAIS. 

As the WAIS requires impersonal, matter-of-fact, 
Controlled adjustment (Schafer, 1954; Piotnowski, 1958; 
Magticnwe odie 1951) so Aces the F% reflect this type of 
ConeroleckKlopfenset alu, 1954; Schafer, 1954)... Furthermore, 
the type of response determinant requiring the least personal 
involvement is»the F (Klopfer,.1954; Rapaport ét al.,.1946) 
which is similar to the demand made upon the subject by the 
WAIS tosregard conventional, "correct" protocol in order 


to perform well (Mayman et al., 1951). 
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2vii The percentage of human movement responses (M) 
One tnewkorschach wills vapy as a funetion of a4 
previous administered WAIS. 
Thesdirection of variance of M is not predicted as 
it is possible to conceive of a change in either direction. 
After Piotrowski (1958), the impersonal, rational, and 
objective nature of the WAIS may exert inhibitory in- 
BiuveneGes Oupeie wSubject's imagination and) creative resources , 
GiereDyepeducing the production or Mi (Beck, 1945. Kioprer 
etrals. 1951). | 
On the other hand, it could be argued that, since 
optimal performance on the WAIS requires full mobilization 
of one's intellectual resources and, at the same time, 
good inner control of impulses, this higher, secondary 
process-involved level of responding might cause an 
increase in the subject's production of M. According to both 
Loo heoomancdimomi th @l953) andikKlopfers et al.j (1954). M 
is thought to reflect higher mental abilities and self- 
control. 
2viii There will be a decrease in the percentage 
of animal movement responses (FM) on the 
Rorschach as a function of the previously 
administered WAIS. | 
Assuming that FM reflects one's ability to acknowl- 
Cdgegand sintegoatewone's impulse lite (Kiopfer et al. , 1954; 
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geereascs nthe number, of FM'S if the previously admin-— 
istered WAIS creates a "self-control" set (Piotrowski, 1958). 
2ix There will be a decrease in the percentage of 
Golourn “determined responses (Sum: FC+CF+C) on 
tiremhorschach as a q@unetion of the prevaous ly 
administered WAIS. 

Since color responses are peporited to retlect one’s 
reaction to the emotional nuances of the environment (Klopfer, 
oe posed somath, 1Joc)eedt ss expecteda that, ines 
responses will decrease because of the emphasis upon rational 
behavior during the WAIS administration CE DOL POW S K iy sor Cys 

2x There will be an increase in the percentage of 

vista determined responses (Sum FK+KF+tK) as a 
function of the previously administered WAIS. 

Assuming that vista responses reflect one's efforts to 
objectify or put distance between oneself and one's situation 
(Klopfer et al., 1954), this perceptual set might carry over 
from the objective style of thought required by the WAIS 
(Piotrowski, 1958) and thereby make this response style on 
the Rorschach more prominent that it’ woulda Nave been if the 
WAIS had not preceded it. 

Thus, 13 specific hypotheses were made. The first 
three predicted changes in certain WAIS subtest scores as a 
function of a previously administered Ropaenanne the re- 
maining ten were concerned with changes on certain Rorschach 


variables as a function of a previously administered WAIS. 
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CHAPTER LY 


RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
I HYPOTHESIS ONE 


Hypothesis li The first hypothesis predicted that 
the raw score on the Digit Span subtest of the WAIS is 
lowered as a function of a previously administered Rorschach. 
ies the Tublstorm, tne hypothesis States that, for any 
subject, the difference in raw scores between performance 
on the Digit Span subtest with or without a previously 
administered Rorschach will be equal to zero. This hypothesis 
was tested by the analysis of covariance, the results of 
which are summarized in Table 3. Results of the analysis 
show differences significant at the .05 level in favor of 
the research hypothesis. The conclusion indicated is that 
the Rorschach interferes significantly with Digit Span 
perrormance. 

These results lend support to the theoretical 
rationale for organization of clinical test batteries put 
forth by L'Abate (1964). The anxiety created by the Rorschach 
experience may serve to lower the Digit Span score. 

Hypothesis |dii The second hypothesis predicted) that 
a previously administered Rorschach will significantly lower 
the scores on the Comprehension subtest. Stated in null form, 
the. differences in Comprehension subtest scores due to the 
influence of a previously administered Rorschach will equal 


zero. The analysis of covariance tested hypothesis and the 
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TABLE 3 


SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS OF COVARIANCE 
FOR DIGIT SPAN SSUBTEST 


SCOREo, PODUUSTMENT OF POstTES! MEANS 


Source at MS Adjusted F P 
Between Groups 1 10.294 4.270% 0.047 
Within Groups 3 2.410 

Group Unadjusted Mean Adjusted Mean 
Experimental ici O.o.c 125 
Conroe: TE ae yack one) ‘bse dpcspleme le 
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indicates that the F is significant (A= .05) 
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TABLE 4 


SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS OF COVARIANCE 


POR, COMPREHENSITON SUBTEST 


SCORES 5 “ADJUSTMENT OF POSTTEST MEANS 


Source 


Between Groups 


Within Groups 


' Group 


Experimental 


Control 
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summary of the results is presented in Table 4. The results 
indicated that a previously administered Rorschach serves 

to significantly lower the Comprehension subtest raw score. 
Therefore, the null hypothesis was rejected; the alternative 
Researcher roMmene lan cenable. 

Again, L'Abate's (1964) theory has been supported by 
empirical research. The theoretical rationale put forth by 
Holt and Havel (1951) and Schafer (1954) has been similarly 
Supported. The Rorschach, which is autistic in nature; may 
lower the Comprehension subtest score because of its 
sensitivity to impulsive and autistic responses. 

Hypothesis) li The null ommeor ithe third hypothesis 
SEaueCmUlat tnesaditrerences between Similanities subtest 
scores with and without a previously administered Rorschach 
will equal zero... The summary of the results of the 
analysis of covariance are presented in Table 5. Differences 
were not significant; the null hypothesis was held tenable. 
While the research hypothesis was rejected, a definite trend 
in its favor was noted (P=.070). 

in) this instance, L'Abate's (1964) theory was not 
clearly supported nor was the suggestion of Holt and Havel 
(1951) that Rorschach-induced primitive thinking might 
inhibit the abstract-conceptual level of thinking required 
for pace performance on the Similarities subtest. However, 
ee ok was interpreted as being suggestive of Rorschach- 


Silmtlareeiesmsubtest. However, the data was interpreted as 
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being suggestive of Rorschach-Similarities interference. 


TAB EER. 


SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS OF COVARIANCE 
FOR SIMILARITIES SUBTEST SOURCES; 


ADJUSTMENT OF POSTTEST MEANS 


source df MS Adjusted F P 
Between Groups 1 . Stas 305 Oo. 070 
Within. Groups . 33 4.388 

Group Unadjusted Mean Adjusted Mean 
Experimental ela 17.124 
Control 18.444 US ssa 


Piesrakatlows 1Ot, significant. 
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Hypothesis 2i The 21 th hypothesis, that a WAIS 
may reduce the number of responses to a subsequently admin- 
istered Rorschach, was tested by comparing the number of 
responses .on the posttests of the experimental and control 
PooUpsmcdtlermLiemer ects Of the spreitests were "carried out.” 
Table 6 contains the results of the analysis of covariance. 
These findings indicated that there were no significant 
differences between the groups in regard to the number of 
PeSponses slo pene Rorschach. Therefore, the research 
hypothesis was rejected. 

Furthermore, the clinical opinion of Piotrowski (1958), 
that the structured nature of the WAIS will inhibit the subject's 
imaginative resources (thereby producing fewer responses) was 


Novssuppor ted. 


TABLE 6 


ANALYSIS OF COVARIANCE SUMMARY 


FOR NUMBER OF RESPONSES TO RORSCHACH 


source aie MS Adjusted F P 
Between Groups uv 15.604 ORO 03 Oe 425 
Within Groups 33 23 3010 


Thesh ratio is not significant. 
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Hypothesis 2ii1 It was also hypothesized that the 
Deveeweage, OF responses to ecards  VPLT,@lUxX>S andex sorvthe 
Rorschach will be reduced as a function of a previously 
Semmes ated WADS. Thesdnalysis of covariance summary is 
presented in Table 7. The results indicated that there was no 
Significant differences between the experimental and 
control groups on the variable: %@R - VIII, IX, X due to 
the influence of a previously administered WAIS. The re- 
search hypothesis was therefore rejected. | 

The underlying rationale, oe the selective, 
adaptive, reality-oriented performance during the WAIS 
will inhibit the subject's general responsiveness to 


emotional nuances, was not supported. 


TAB EQ IY 


ANALYSIS OF COVARIANCE SUMMARY 


PORES w= Viluion lye 


Source. df MS Adjusted F E 
Between Groups i 247.140 Tse ASieI Orne 
Within Groups Shc US ulneatnlrs 
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Hypothesis 2iii This hypothesis stated that the 
number of response categories developed on the Rorschach 
will increase as a function of a previously administered 
WAIS. As shown in Table 8, the analysis of covariance on 
the posttest scores between the experimental and control 
groups (the pretest scores being the covariate) found no 
Significant differences between group posttest scores. 

The conclusion indicated was that a WAIS administration will 
not influence the number of response categories on a sub- 
sequently administered Rorschach. 

The rationale implying that the achievement-orienta- 
tion developed yiehis Then WAhomexpenlencesWwaii enya suo 
increase the subject's interpretive background and 
intellectual Bene ney) (as reflected in the number of 


response categories) was not supported. 


TABLE 8 


ANALYSIS OF COVARIANCE SUMMARY 


FOR NUMBER OF RORSCHACH RESPONSE CATEGORIES 


Source | df MS Adjusted F P 
Between Groups 1 97.921 0.328 0.575 
Within Groups ic 3054230 


PReSroratiowks: Tot significant. 
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Hypothesis 2iv The 2iv th hypothesis predicted that 


the number of popular responses to the Rorschach. will in- 
crease if the test is administered subsequent to a WAIS. The 
results (see Table 9) showed no significant differences on 
the posttest scores between the experimental and control 
groups. This hypothesis was therefore rejected with the 
conelusion that the number of popular responses was not in- 
fluenced by a previously administered WAIS. 

The assumption underlying this hypothesis -- that 
the conventionalized "correct" responding required during 
the WAIS may carry forward and elicit conforming, obvious, 
and agreed-upon ways of perceiving the blots -- was not 


supported by the data. 


TABLE 9 


ANALYSIS OF COVARIANCE SUMMARY 


FOR NUMBER OF POPULAR RORSCHACH RESPONSES 


Source df MS Adjusted F p 
Between Groups a Pansy sy 8) NGS TE edhe) 0.167 
Within Groups 33 127.772 
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Hypothesis 2v_ As an extension of the assumptions 
dering Hypothesis 2iv, it was hypothesized that there 
would be a greater increase in the number of popular re- 
sponses on the four colored cards (there is a fifth, Card IX, 
but it has no popular response in the Klopfer system used 
for this study) relative to the hypothesized increase in 
P's as a function of the previously administered WAIS. The 
conventionalized style of responding on the WAIS may carry 
forward and elicit the same type of response on the 
Rorschach as well, especially in the face of emotionality 
as elicited by the color on the four color cards. The 
results, summarized in Table 10, showed no significant 
differences between the posttest scores of the experimental 


and control groups. 


Hypothesis 2vi It was predicted that the percentage 
of form-determined responses on the Rorschach will increase 
as a function of a previously administered WAIS. Table 11 
contains the results of the analysis of covariance performed 
to compare the posttest scores of the experimental and control 
Croups sw SNOeSigtiiiicant daitiherences were Tound. si ihenetone, 
it was indicated that the WAIS did not influence the 
percentage of form-determined responses on the subsequently 
administered Rorschach. 

Piotrowski's (1958) view of the WAIS creating an 


impersonal, matter-of-fact, controlled mental set in- 
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TABLE, 20 


ANALYSIS OF COVARIANCE SUMMARY 
FOR NUMBER OF POPULAR RESPONSES 
TOP CHROMATIC CAkDsS 


RELATIVE TO TOTAL NUMBER OF POPULAR RESPONSES 


Source Gat Ms Adjusted F 2 
Between Groups a 344.082 0.664 0.421 
Within Groups en) aullichs cists) 


Mhetleratio asinot significant. 


EAB iE eee 


ANALYSIS OF COVARIANCE SUMMARY 
FOR PERCENTAGE OF FORM DETERMINED RESPONSES 


ON THE RORSCHACH 


Source ele MS Adjusted F P 
Between Groups 1 331.953 1622 0.213 
Within Groups ere) 205.846 


The Fepatio is °mot Significant. 


JJ@AT 


: | ot V0 ae Bt 


Wie oon oe eA ce 
= 
a 


P ravi is b) or 


Mn CART 


— + Ee RT Sel I ent Gara eee” a: 
sal ati lilies’ renin as Slag a CL EAL 


| ———<— 


c FEAT 


7 


ve 


192 TAIAS 7 


oe nsawrea 


ALMUC DUMATHAVOS TOGRCSR IA 


UeNrnasTa ag apa, Aor 
Hoatonko Se ao ) 


ol 


Hi batineethemoreative: spontaneity of the subject's later 
Rorschach performance (as reflected in the increase in 
percentage of form-determined responses) was not sub- 


stantiated. 


Hy pOmlee emcvii lt Wasspmeeaqteted that) the percentage 
of human movement responses will vary as a function of the 
previously administered WAIS. It was felt that one im- 
personal, rational, and objective nature of the WAIS might 
exert inhibitory influences on the subject's imagination 
and creative resources, thereby reducing the production of 
human movement responses. On the other hand, it was also 
fowemenatmtiem sll mobidizattons of one's intellectual 
resources and good inner control of impulses required for 
the WAIS performance might cause an increase in the subject's 
production of human movement responses. 

Since the direction of variance of human movement 
responses was conceivable as both an increase and decrease, 
the direction of variance was not hypothesized. Table 12 
contains the results of the analysis of covariance. The 
findings indicated that there were no significant differences 
in either direction. Hypothesis 2vii was therefore re- 
jected and it was concluded that a WAIS will not influence 
the percentage of human movement responses to a subsequently 


administered Rorschach. 


Hypothesis 2viii It was predicted that there will be a 
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TABLE 22 


ANALYSIS OF COVARIANCE SUMMARY 
FOR PERCENTAGE OF HUMAN MOVEMENT RESPONSES 


ON THE RORSCHACH 


source dt MS Adjusted F P 
Between Groups ul Se) oes 0.586 0.499 
Within Groups _ 33 99.756 


Picea natiomis: not significant. 


TABLE 13 


ANALYSIS OF COVARIANCE SUMMARY 
FOR PERCENTAGE OF ANIMAL MOVEMENT RESPONSES 


ON THE RORSCHACH 


Source df MS Adjusted F P 
ee eee ea een ee eee eae ee ee ee 
Between Groups i 122.471 ea Ze ARIES) 
Within Groups a Tide Jd 48 


ThesF ratio is, not significant 
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decrease in the percentage of animal movement responses to 
the Rorschach as a function of a previously administered WAIS. 
Table 13 shows the results of the analysis of covariance, 
which found no significant differences between the post- 
west, scores of the experimental and control groups due to 
the WAIS administration. It must be concluded that the WAIS 
ahi not influence the percentage of animal movement responses 
POmiettCnehOrSGnachy. 

The data did not support the rationale that the 
"self-control" set created by the WAIS serves to inhibit the 


acknowledgement and integration of one's impulse life. 


Hypothesis 2ix It was predicted that there will be a 
decrease in the percentage of colour determined responses 
(FC+CF+C) on*the Rorschach as a function of a previously 
determined WAIS. The results of the analysis of covariance 
are ponteaned in Table 14, showing no significant dif- 
ferences between the experimental and control groups in the 
percentage of colour determined responses. It was concluded 
that a previously administered WAIS does not influence the 
number of colour responses to the Rorschach. 

The underlying assumption that the emphasis upon 
rational behavior during the WAIS administration may serve 
to reduce one's reactivity to emotional nuances (as reflected 


in the sum FC+CF+C) was not substantiated. 


Hypothesis 2x It was also predicted that the total 
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TABLE 924 


ANALYSIS OF COVARIANCE SUMMARY 
FOR PERCENTAGE OF COLOUR DETERMINED RESPONSES (FC+CF+C) 


ON THE RORSCHACH 


source df MS Adjusted F ths 
Between Groups zi LO W222 1.224 Oe 276 
Within Groups 33 146.370 


Theses Patiopissnot significant... 


TABLE 15 


ANALYSIS OF COVARIANCE SUMMARY 
FOR NUMBER OF VISTA RESPONSES 


TO THE RORSCHACH 


Source df MS Adjusted F P 
Between Groups is 43.574 | 1.308 lis eval 
Within Groups 33 ey els 


Mie ratio 16 not sienificant. 
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number of vista responses (FK+KF+K) to the Rorschach will 
increase as a function of a previously administered WAIS. 
Table 15 contains the results of the analysis of covariance, 
showing no significant differences between the experimental 
and control groups. Therefore, Hypothesis 2x was rejected; 
the conclusion indicated was that the WAIS administration 
did not. influence the total number of vista responses to 

a subsequently administered Rorschach. 

The data, then, did not support the rationale that 
the objective style of thought required for the WAIS: will 
carry forward to strengthen the perceptual set of object- 
ivity and distance between oneself and one's situation (as 


indicated in the number of vista responses). 


III NONHYPOTHESIZED RESULTS 


Apart from the ten formal hypotheses (21 to 2x 
inclusive) concerned with WAIS-Rorschach interference, nine 
other Rorschach variables were examined. Considered to be 
heccmeusceptiple to the interference errects Of) the WAS. 
these were not included in the formal hypotheses. However, 
as the information is of some interest, each of the nine 

variables will be discussed in terms of the effect of the 
previously administered WAIS upon each of them. 

Table 16 contains the names of these nine Rorschach 
variables with a brief statement of the hypothesis 


concerning each one'followed by its underlying assumptions. 
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Table 17 contains the results of the analyses of covariance 
performed on thetcara for the first six, of the nine variables; 
Mabie Vé presents the findings py inspectionsof scores "form the 
remaining three variables. 

Pore lable mens a sienitigant difference in ntra- 
individual comparisons was defined as a difference of at 
least 10% between pre- and posttest scores with respect 
to a given Rorschach variable. Then, every individual who 
had greater than 10% differences between his pre- and posttest 
scores was included in the experimental-control group 
comparisons for each variable. Again, a difference of at 
least 10% between the two groups was required for sign- 
Diateance:. 

The results presented in Tables 17 and 18 indicate that 
there were no significant changes in any of the nine Rorschach 
variables due to the previously administered WAIS. It was 
therefore concluded that the previous administered WAIS did 
not influence scores on any of the following Rorschach 
variables: percentage of whole response, percentage of 
usual detail responses, percentage of object content, re- 
sponse times, average form-level-rating, FC:(CF+C) ratio, 


aride W IMie ratio. 
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TEASE Isiey 7, 


ANALYSIS OF COVARIANCE SUMMARY 


FORSEVALUATION OF INFORMAL HYPOTHESES 


Rorschach 
Variable Source df Mis Adjusted F P 
W% Between 1 TE OW eiel es Ghasie6 Oro'6 6 
Within aS 304.862 
D% + d% Between if 1G. 09 Oe. 50 O62 0 
Within 3S 230.418 
Dd% Between “le poe defn: 0.002 0.963 
Within 23 9.499 
H% Between ae POes 0s 0.593 OSa7 
Within 33 LEO 306 
Obj %@ Between a DoS 05.022 Oreheth 
Within 33 eG 
R time Between i eels O00: 0.970 
Within oye) Bd 07 


None of the 


F ratios are 


Signitite@ant. 
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TABLES 


SUMMARY OF INSPECTION FINDINGS 


Rorschach SI ene tcancenon 
Variable Source of Difference Difference* 
cconern, 1 scorer iT 
IE Ralye deen intra-individual NON gs 1 glergh atelier 
inter-group MON ass es non sig. 
pies CCroac) intra-individual non sig. non sig. 
inter-group non $5. 2.< nveygy esyslher 
Wane intra-individual NOM, +S..c5. Hop cic. 
inter-group non) sag. nonwsic. 


* A significant difference is one of at least 10% between 
pre- and posttest scores with respect to the given variable. 
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CHAPTER av 


CONCLUSIONS AND IMPLICATIONS FOR PRACTISE AND RESEARCH 
ies SUMMARY 


The purpose of the present study was to examine the 
interference effects that a Rorschach may have on a sub- 
sequently administered WAIS, and, conversely, the inter- 
ference ef feete that <a WAIS may, bavewon, .a subsequent ly 
administered Rorschach. Thirteen specific hypotheses were 
proposed for testing; the first three investigated the 
infPiuence or a Rorschach upon, WAIS pertonmmance and, the re- 
maining ten were concerned with the influence of a WAIS 
upon Rorschach performance. 

The subjects for the study were 36 first-year 
nursing students; the experimental design was an intra- 
individual, test-retest. The analysis of covariance was 
DScGmrOow esas themnypowneses:. 

The results of the study indicated that the previously 
adminestered Rorschach, Signaficantly lowered. the scores on 
thes Comprehension and Digit Spanssubrests of the WATS. A 
definite trend in the data indicated a similar effect on 
the Similarities subtest; however, this finding was con- 
sidered inconclusive as differences between groups were not 
significant at the level set as acceptable (.05). The 
impact of a Rorschach on other WAIS subtests was not in- 


vestigated; those noted above were chosen for study on the 
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basis of their“assumed susceptibility to Rorschach inter- 


ference. 


The influence of a previously administered WAIS on 


ten different Rorschach variables was the concern of the 


second aspect of this study. Nine other Rorschach variables 


were also examined but not included in formal hypotheses. 


The Rorschach variables formally investigated were: 


ix 


@, o>, Co SS) Cy Gal a5 6) IS 
e e e e e e e e 


ee 


number of responses 

RencenTavewot ures ponscom lc Oscardo. Vlit six wawd 
number of response categories 

number of popular responses 

numbersofepopulan responsess to) colour) cards 
percentage of form-determined responses 
pepcenvage of human movemenu responses 
pereentage of animal movement responses 
percentage of colour-determined responses 


percentage of vista-determined responses 


The nine Rorschach variables investigated but no in- 


cluded in formal hypotheses were: 


Me 


Woy -@sy SS) ep en Ss ooh) 
es e e e e e e es 


percentage of whole responses 
percentage of usual detail responses 
percentage of unusual detail responses 
Pevecniaves or Nuinanecontent 

percentage of object content 

response times 

form-level-ratings 

W.: M ratio 

ECU UGE tC) snaitae 


Since none Of the group differences exdmined even 


approached an acceptable level of significance, it was con- 
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eluded ‘that, as’taras the above 129 Rorschach varzables* are 
Concerned Scene WALLS did™not influence ithe: protocol of ‘the 


subsequently administered Rorschach. 


iT DIscUsSsioNn 


mhesriesuilLis Om the spresent study. ane jin Keeping with 
those of the Grisso and Meadow (1967) study, which also 
investigated the influence of a previously administered 
Rorsechach@on, the Digit Span, Comprehension, and Similarities 
SUDGCS GesO merneawAls. es The nesults Of vthat wtudy wene con— 
siderably more significant (in the orders of p .01 and 
p .001) than those of the present one, perhaps because 
Grisso and Meadow did not administer the inquiry phase of 
the Rorschach, thereby allowing the full impact of the un- 
structured associative phase to precede the WAIS directly. 
Perhaps, then, the degree of Rorschach - WAIS interference 
demonstrated by the present study is more representative of 
Liem ett ree InueGlinical practice swhere the anguiny 
phase is commonly included. 

The results of this study are also in keeping with 
EhiooceCmOt ElcmiGibby euval. GloSt Bvecécanch | even Ss nough ie 
experimental designs were considerably different. Both 
eee indicated that the WAIS experience did not in- 
fluence several variables on a subsequently administered 
ean: 


Piotrowski's (1958) clinical test battery consisted 
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of the House-Tree-Person or Draw-A-Person, followed by the 
Rorschach and then the Wechsler-Bellevue II Similarities 

and Comprehension subtests. Piotrowski believed that to 
present the W-B IT subtests (which he deseribed as formal and 
impersonal) before the Rorschach would exert an inhibi- 

tory influence upon the subject's imagination, thus yielding 
as less meanang fu \Ronschach record. However, if one may 
use the 13 formal scoring categories investigated in) the 
present study as some criterion! for ithat which makes up a 
meaningful Rorschach, it would appear that Piotrowski's 
(1958) speculation concerning the inhibitory effectsyof the 
formal and nelatively strictureds Wechsler-Bellevue II upon 
the Rorschach is unwarranted. 

Brown (1958) advocated a sequence of tests within a 
battery which progressed with relation to the degree of 
intensity of the interaction between the subject and the 
examiner. Since there is less examiner-subject interaction 
during the Rorschach than during the WAIS, Brown suggested 
ulate ui emnorsenachmohoulde precedes The wWAlom® However’ 
because of the interference effects that a Rorschach may 
have,on a WAIS, as evidenced by the present research;) and 
the absence of such effects for the reversed order of adman- 
istration, Browm!s view cannot bessupported: 

In the formulation of this experiment, three possible 
Marien for the Rorschach-WAIS interference were 


presented. The results of the study did not clearly 
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Support any one of these rationales as the sole explanation 
homeinterterence., but it 1S possible to speculate as to 
itieim webatviyeseontmrabuttonss tosthesobtaimedeer fects The 
three rationales were: 
ime the Kerschach; Sas lan@unstructureditest Stimulus , 
might produce more regressive, autistic, and impul- 
. Sive thinking (Holt and Havel, 1960) which may 
CarmaySOVErTLOosubsequenr perrormance onwthieawAis 
ihe: WALLS «scores imight then?’besimpaired since 
that test requires more selective, adaptive, 
reality-oriented responses for optimal per- 
formance (Schafer, 1954) 
(2, Seliie GRorsichach *mighueproduce Sagpensisting dower 
level. of motivation since it presents no clear 
criteria for successful performance. 
jo the interference ef feets on the WALS@scores 
might be (produced by the anxiety aroused by the 
Rorschach experience (L'Abate, 1964). 
The experimental effect was obtained on the first and 
third subtest of the WAIS (Comprehension and Digit Span). A 
tendency for the same effect on the Suincit oNeaee fee subtest 
Wass Tio ted| because of the nearly significant results. dhe 
factors involved in the three proposed explanations may be 
evaluated ieee rie ot BLN it bist yelo set feom permtormnanice 
Enoch hemlasteeubtestain) Spaitewom thettacy that) presien— 


tatdem Of Lhe first two subtests would have begun to undo 
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whatever interference factors had been generated by the 
Rovscnaet. 

That regressive, impulsive thought-process tendencies 
could have persisted for such a length of time is question- 
able, Dub Hole and wavel's (1960) speculations cannot be 
BoVeeteCwOte anew Dasils Of the findings of the present ‘study. 
Reduced motivation is weakened as a viable persisting 
interference factor, since the first two subtests would 
probably have renewed the level of motivation through the 
reestablishment of relatively clear critera for good 
performance: On an a priori basis, then, the anxiety 
interpretation would appear to be the most plausible. It 
tsecertainly conceivable that anxiety aroused in the 
Rorschach situation could persist over the period of time 
required for the three subtests. 

| It behooves the practising psychologist to recognize, 
AOmelivmr We ssOCt Ot Intrusion atiat both he and the Testing 
Situation may produce, but also the potential intrusive 
efLectes, contained, in,the nature of ,»the, test stimuli, them-— 
selves. While there is considerably more subject-examiner 
intemaction duping the WAIS compared. wath the, Rorschach, wa 
purely quantitative assessment of the interaction is 
obviously an inadequate basis for discussing interference 
effects of previously administered tests. The tasks re- 


quired of the subject during the WAIS probably lend them- 
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selves to the more superficial aspects of personality 
functions than the tasks set by the Rorschach. It is not 
surprising. therefore, that the impact.of the different 
test stimuli produce qualitatively different intrusive 


SEE Las Onmeicmsuby ect. 


PEE IMPEECATIONS FOR RESEARCH ™ AND’ PRACTISE 


Implications for future research 


As the WAIS and Rorschach are commonly used in 
clinical settings, an important point to consider is the 
extent to which the serial effects reported in the present 
study are active for psychiatric patients. While this 
esta on remains open to investigation, Bondy (1971) has 
‘suggested that the experimental effect will be Ageia as 
the degree of personality pathology increases. 

Belated tO this questions 1s the possibility of 
differential serial effects according to the nature of the 
personality pathology. For example, do “anxiety neurotics" 
experience greater interference effects in Rorschach - 

WAIS administrations than do "simple schizophrenic"? 
Further research may not only shed light on the matter of 
Secvial et fects within Glinical batteries, but valeou provide 
new information on the nature of cognitive processes. 
Psychological tests dit fer ain degree of Struc turedness, 


the projective techniques being the least structured. The 
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relationship between intra-battery serial effects and the 
depree ‘Of Structuredness of psychological tests could be 
investigated by conducting experiments similar to the present 


one, comparing tests of varying degrees of structuredness. 
Implications for practise 


While the results of this study afford theoretical 
implications ae tt 1s hoped that practising psychologists and 
clinicians can expecially benefit from them. The 
theoretical rationale for hypothesizing that test inter- 
ference may occur is based on the nature of the tests them- 
selves and the thought processes involved in the production 
of responses in the test situation. But the demonstration 
of the existence of test interference is Sree and the 
obvious forthcoming recommendation is that a Nato enonia 
precede the Rorschach in the interest of minimizing the 


confounding effects of the order of presentation. 
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APPENDIX A 
Administration Instructions fer the 
Associative and Inquiry: Phases 


of the Rorschach 
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Instructions for the Associative phase of the Rorschach: 


"Just let me take a moment to make sure these 
cards are in order. Yes. Now I will show you 
mirese One at a “time. Vit» wilds be your task to 
tell me what it looks like. Here is the first 


One. | 


(iSseructlons tortie. Inquiry phase Ot poem Rorschach): 


"Now I will show you these again. On this one 
you Said ... (examiner reads subject's response 
yer Datim) .... Can you tell me where you saw 


that? Can you tell me what it was that 


suggested that to you?" 
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APPENDIX B 
The Verbal Questionnaire Which Followed 


Second Test Session 
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Guest ion el: 


"Since the last time I saw you (four months ago), 
Cane you think of any important event; in your life 
that may have resulted in a significant change 
im-your personality? I have in mind, for example, 
taesrecent death of Someone close tO you or, 


perhaps, a change in marital status." 


Question 2: 


"Can you tell me what change you think this 


event has caused in your personality?" 
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Instructions to subjects at end of first test session; 


PitGersevery impomtanl to wluie success oly this 
experiment that you. mot discuss the nature or 
content of this session with your classmates. 
Please avoid any conversation related to this 
interview. I will contact you early in 
SebDiGemDers tor arranges datesror oun seeond 
ScssiCnelnewiicn=s Will egivesyou. Other 


psychological tests. Thankyou very much." 
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Instructions to subjects at beginning of second test session: 


"You may notice a similarity between what we 

will do today and what we did last time. However, 
[Newidea OF thesecxperiment 2s not toy see how 
closely you can match what you said last time. 
Please just respond as you feel you would like 

to at this moment without any consideration 

as to whether it is the same, or not, as 


last time. tt 
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instructtons 16 Subjects 
Following Questionnaire at End 
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Instructions to subjects following questionnaire at end of 


Second test session: 


"Just like last time, it is again important that 
yousdo not; discuss with your ‘classmates the natuve 
or content of this session, or at least until 

they themselves have completed the second session. 
er will contact the school of nursing to arrange 
aliime. with all of you girls together, to ex-— 
plain. the experiment and tell you what the re- 


Slice Ot ltedre.. Thankyou very much. 
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